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PREF ACE 


TO THE 


READER 


"HAT my Reader may not 
deceive himſelf, in expe&ing 
to find more in theſe Sheets, 

than is really contain'd in them, | 
have thought. good to acquaint him, 
That I do nor pretend to anſwer rhe 
whole of that Book, call'd, T he Vin- 
dication of the Deprived Biſhops, &c. 
butonly ſo much of it, asevery Mem- 
ber of the Church of England is con- 


cen'd 


o A Preface 


cern'd-in. T he greateſt part of it is 
taken up in impurging the Authority 
of a Baroccian MS. lately tranſlated 
by Mr. Hoay, and publiſhed in hopes 
that it might have been of ſome ule to 
allay the inordinateFleatsgailed jn forme 
Men, by reaſon of the Deprivationof 
the late Archbifhopot Canterbury, and 
ſome other Biſhops. Now whether 
Mr. Hody did-weakly in publiſhingan 
impertinent Book, or diſingenuouſly 
in omitting any material Paſſages of it, 
is a Matter only of private concern. 
The Enquiry is his proper bulinds, 
and 'twould have been but rudenels in 
me, to have offer dat a juſtification of 
him, who is ſo well qualify'd to juſtific 
himfelf. But the Book, fo far as I have 
medled with it, is an Acculation laid 
againſt our whole Communion ; and 
from which it becomes every Man to 


detend 


to the Reader. 
detend himſelf and his Brethren, (o 


well as he can. If I have done it futh- 
ciently, it will fave ſome body elſe the 
pains; ifnot,V' hope ſome one,moreable, 
will undertake it. Thus much I am 
lure of, that tho' we have to dowith 
a powerful Adverlary, our Caule is 


very fairly defenſible. 
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DEFENCE 


Church of England, 


FROM THE | 
4 - i © FE s*) 1 


SCHISM and HERESIE, &«. 


\ENDE R unto Ceſar the things that are . 
Cuſars, , and to God the things that are 


Geds,., was the Anſwer. of our bleſſed Sa- 

viour to the Jews caprioully asking him, 

whether they ſhould pay Tribute or not ? An An- 
Iwer worthy of bim that coade it, and which he 
undoubtedly deſiga'dfor a Randing Rule to his Fol- 
lowers even to the end of the World. Accord- 
B ingly 


(2) 


ingly our Church of England hath, ever ſince the 
Retormation, moſt religiouſly obſerved it ; never 
claiming to her {elf any Authorny, that is of right 
thecivil Magiſtrates ; nor parting with any which 
God hath reſerved, as it were to himſelf, to be ex- 
ecuted by ſpiritual Perſons. And thus to do is in 
truth the Intereſt, as well as Duty, of all Churches 
whatſoever ; the Clergy having > gg ſecu- 
rity for the peaceable eftyoyment their own 
Rights,than by ſuftering the civil Magiſtrate quietly 
to enjoy his: For we may obſerve that whenſoever 
any Man begins to encroach upon, another, the in- 
jurtd Parcy 49 gt 0. Mmaky Repriſals 7 nor'is there 
any thing more common, -rtan for thoſe who are 
graſping at other Men's Poſſeſſions, to be depri- 
ved of their own. But, yet we arc tax'd with a 
departure from this Rule, by the Vindicator of the 
deprived Biſhops, who cries out upon us, asif, in 
allowing the validity of their Deprivation, we had 
given away a Power unalienably belonging to the 
Church ; that we have inveſted lay Perſons with 
{ſpiritual Authority, and that we have hereby un- 
dermined our whole Religion, and put it io the 
power of the civil Magiſtrate utterly to ſubvert it, 
whenloever he pleaſeth ; and laſtly, that in ſodo. 
ing, we have incurr'd the guilt of Hereſie, A 
dreadfal Charge this is, and it concerns us, as we 
love our Souls, impartially eo examine whether it 
be juſtly laid againſt us or not. Wheretore that 1 
' may neither deceive my ſelf, nor others, in a Mat- 
rer of fo great mornent, I have thoughr ft. here 
ro ſer down our Authors Argument, not omit- 
ting any thing of force it it, uſing, for = 
mo 


(3) 
moſt part, his own wards; and it is to this 
Effet, vis. | 

«That in the Age of St. Cyprian, the Church, g, 


own'd no Power of the ſecular Magiltrate toVindicati- 


deprive Biſhops of their purely ſpiritual Power, 


and the Church as a Society diltinCt from the-xiſhops 
Srate, ſubliſted on their not owning ir, even as.Pa: *- 


to a Deprivation of their particular Diſtricts. 

The Chriſtians then, and in all former Perſecu-. 
tions, did own themſelves bound to adhere to. 
their Biſhops, cho” ſer up and maintain'd againſt - 
the Confent of the ſecular Magiſtrate, and this 
they did upon ſuch Principles as we tind in 
St. Cyprian, vis, That all the Benefits of the Gol 
pel were confined ts the viſtble Communion of the + 
Church ; that this Communion could nor appear. 
but by viſible Communion with the Biſhop,” as. 
Head of that Church and Principle of its Unity :, 
Who was every particular Man's'Biſhop, was di-. 
ſinguiſhable only by the viſible Diſtrifts in which. 
themſelves lived, and to which the Biſhop was: 
ſuppoled to have a Title whether the 'Magiſtrate - 
would or not. COTRIITTIE 

By this adhe1ing 'to' his' Biſhop, every partleu- 1. 
ar Chriſtian affured himfelf of ' his Right' to- 
Church-Priviledges, 'and held Communion with. 
all other Biſhops, and conſequently with the - 
Catholick Church, by reaſon of the mutual Ob-- 
ligation all Biſhops of the World had, to ratifie the - 
As of pareicular Diſtrids. 

Thus it appears'that the obligation of particular. 
Diſtrifts, without eonfent of the Magiſtrate, wag 
then Catholick DoQtrin ; and therefore our preſent 
B 2 Bi- 


$. 18, 


(4) 


. Biſhops notwithſtanding their Lay-deprivation, 


are (ti]l Biſhops, even of their particular Diſtridts, 


.and the obligations of the Clergy and Laity therein 


ſtill as firm as ever, 

Thence it follows, ſecondly, That Anti-biſhops 
conſecrated in Diſtricts, no otherwiſe vacated than 
by the Power of the ſecular Magiſtrate, are by the 
Principles of the earlieſt Caytholick Church, no 
Biſbops at all, nor ſo. much, as Members of the 
Church. They are no Biſhops, becauſe there can 
be but one Biſhop over one Diſtnict 5 and therefore 
the Epilcopal Authority cannot be derived upon a 
ſecond, till the firſt have loſt: bis Title toit; and 
if the Anti-biſhop be not Biſhop of that Diſtrict, 
he can be no Biſhop at all ; 'becauſe he cao be no 
Biſbop of the Carbolack, Ghurcb, who 1s not Biſbop 
of a particulan Diſtsi},. Secunder rt wallus. Not 
Member of the Churgh, ; becauſe: he cannot be any 
Member of the Church, Catholick, who is not a 
Member of ſome particular. Church, and out of 
his own Body an, Anti biſhop caſts himfelf hy al- 
ſuming to himfelf the Title of Head thereof when 
it had an Head before. 

And thirdly, all; who; profeſs themſelves gne 
with Aoti-biſhops, ſo! divided from, the ' Church, 
were look'd upon as themſelves divided alfo, This 


- involves not only the Subjes of an Anti-biſhop, 


but, even the Biſhops that hold any Communion 
with him : And with reſpeCt to our Caſe, all the 
Biſhops will be involved ,, which communicate 
either with the principal Schiſmaticks, ; or, Schil- 


. Matical Canlecrators, -and all Communicants with 


-uch Biſhops. ' 


| 


And 


($5 


And laſtly all who were (on thoſe Principles) . 
thought divided from the vilible Communion of. 
the Catholick Church, were alſo thought depri-- 
ved of all the inviſible Benefits of Church-Com-. 


munion ; thought deprived, i. e. were rcally depri- 
ved ; for our Author don't ſuppoſe that they, 
which thought ſo, thought amils. 

Bleſs me, what a Charge 1s here ? Ir ſweeps 
down an whole Kingdom at a blow ; nay, no Bo- 
dy can tell how far it reacheth. The foreign 
Churches had beſt look to themſelves, and keep 
off from having any thing to Co with us at their 
Peril. Let them own ever a Biſhop in England, 
beſides the deprived Biſhops, and they are undone ; 
they will be 1avolved too in the ſame Condemna- 
tion, As for us, we are in a miſcrable forlorn 
State, the Gates of Grace and Mercy are ſhut up- 
on us, our Alars no better than thole of Dan and 
Bethel, and our Aſſemblies for Worſhip but Schil: 
matical, nay Heretical Conventicles: For as our 
' Author will have ir, we are guilty not only of 
Schiſm, but of Herelie alſo, which he thus would 
prove. | 


C. 20. 


He faith, "That we do not oaly ſeparate, which. 6. 23. 


alone wete Schiſm, but we alſo juſtihe our Separa-- 
tion by Principles, which is Hereſie. ; 
For Hereſie doth not always imply an Error in 
Fundamentals : For he that ſeparates upon a bare 
Opinion, 1s. guilty of the greater Sin, and even a 
Truth may make an Hereſie, it it be ng way con- 
ducive.to the good of Souls, 'and yet che Maintain- 

ers will ſeparate from their Opponents, 
Such Qpiniogs as are not of their own nature 
He- 


$. 24, 


g 29, 


&. 28, 
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Heretical, begin to be fo when they begin. to be 
.CharaCeriſtical of diſtint Communions; and that 


they do, not only when Mea deſignedly ſeparate 


-from others, on that very Account, becauſe they 
- are not of the ſame Opinions ; but alſo when they 
- venture upon ſuch PraQtices on Account of their 
-{ingular Opinions, wherein others cannot commu- 
- nicate with them, becauſe they cannot joyn with 
.them in thole their ſingular Opinions. Then plain: 
-ly the differing in ſuch Opinions, makes a diffe- 
. rence of Cammunion unavoicable. 


Here is an uncommon Notion of Hereſie advan» 
ced, but *cis undoubtedly the true ; and I heartily 
thank our Aathor for it : It will ſtand ug in bet- 
ter (tead than he thought of. But further, he ſaith, 
That we are guilty of Hereſic, even in the com- 
mon acceptation, as it ſignifies an Error in Funda- 
mentals. For the Church's being a Society 1s a 


+ , fundamental Doftrin, at leaſt as to us, and to all 
, Benefits we can pretend to, by being Members of 


the Church. Nay, tis a Fundamental of the 
greateſt Conſequence, becauſe the preſervation of 
all other Fundameatals depends thereupon : And 
rherefore the Anti-biſhops, and all that own them, 


. err fundamentally, becauſe they cannot be defend- 
. ed to be valid Biſhops, but by Principles funga- 
-mentally deſtruftive of the Church, as a Society 
, diſtin& from the State, in a time of Perſecution : 
. Such as is this, that the lay Magiſtrate hath Power 
. to deprive Biſhops, even with regard to Conlci- 
.ence ; which cannot be aſſerted, without aſſerting 
-withal, That the Authority of the Church, even 
«as 20 Spirituals, is in Conſci 


ence the right of the 
civil 


EFF + 


civil Magiſtrate : Whence it would follow that no 
Man could juſtly challenge fuch Authority againſt 
the will of the Magiſtrate ; and therefore under 
Perſecution the Church mult ceaſe to be a Society, 
becauſe it would want Government, without which 
no Society can ſubſilt, 

This is in ſhort the whole of our Authors Argu- 
ment, and it muſt be acknowledged that he hath 
throughout it , ſhewn himſelf a Maſter of 
Diſcourſe. Give him bat his footing and he would 
ſhake the World ; but it his Unhappineſs that 
fails him: For the Principles whereon he builds 
will not ſupport the weight he layeth on them. 
For firſt he rakes it for granted as an undoubted 
and neceſſary Truth, that the Church is a Society 
always diſtint from the State. Thus it was in 
the time of St. Cyprian, and therefore he concludes 
that it mult be ſo now : This is the very Founda- 
tion and Corner Stone of his whole Diſcourſe ; re- 
move but this, and it all droppeth to the Ground. 
And it will not colt us much pains to do it, if we 
conſider that the Church and State in St. Cyprian's - 
time, were under Circumſtances widely different 
from what they are now ; *tis nothing but the 
want of this Conſideration that hath betray'd ourAu- 
thor (as it hath done many other learned Men) into 
Error, One cauſe of common received Errors in this 


Point (viz. the Church's being a Society diſtinCt 


from the State) ſaith Hooker, ſeems to be this, that Ecciel. 
they who embrace true Religion, living in ſuch Com __ 


mon-wealths a4 ave oppoſite thereuntr, and in other 
publick Affairs retaining civil Communion with ſuch ; 
are conſtrain'd for the Exerciſe of their Religion to 


have 


(5) 
have a ſeveral Communion with thoſe who ave of the 
ſame Religion with them. This was the ſtate of the 
Jewiſh Church both in Egypt and Babylon,. the ſtate 
of Chriſt tan Churches a long time after Chriſt, And 
en this Caſe, becauſe the proper Aﬀairs and Attions of 
the Church, as it is the Church, bath no dependance 
on the Laws or upon the Government of the civil ſtate ; 
an Opinion hath thereby grown, that ſo ut ſbould be al- 
ways: T his was it which decerved Alleyn tm the Wri- 
ting of his Apology, and the very fame thing we 
lee hath deceived our Author in the Writing of his 
Vindication, 

But now to ſet things in as clear a Light as pol. 
ſible, and that there may be no diſputing about 
words, I {hall lay down all that we hold concern- 
ing this-Matter in thele Propoſitions foliow ing, 

i, We hold that the Chutrch is a Society inſtity- 
red by Chriſt himſelf, and-that ict hath Power init 
ſelf x0 ſubliſt as ſuch, having Governors and Laws 
of its own. independent of any other Society 
whatſoever, 

2 We hold that in all places where the civil 
State conliſts of Infidels, the Church and State are 
two diſtinct Societies. But | 

3. Where the civil State conſiſts of Chriſtians, 
there the Church and State are but one and the 
{ame Society, 

In the former two we are all agreed; and why 
there ſhould remain any Diſpute about the third, 
I cannot imagine, for nothing in the World can 
he more manitelt. How ſhould the Church and 
State make two diſtinft Societies, where both 
Church and State conſiſt of the very ſame Perlbes 

wo 
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Two diſtin& Societies are two diſtin Bodies. of 
Men ; and therefore where one and the ſame Body 
is both Church and State, the Church and State 
muſt be bur one and the ſame Society : *Tis true 
indeed, to be a State is one thing, and to be a 
Church is another ; but yet both the one thing and 
the other are Accidents, and ſuch as may well con- 
fit in the ſame Subject. For 1s not the ſame Man 
a Member of both ? Do not many the very ſame 
Perſons bear Authority in both * Nay is not the 
King ſupreme Head and Governor in both ? It 
this Evidence will not convince Men, I know 
not what wall. 

4, We hold that a Chriſtian King is ſupreme 
Governor of the Church, wiuhia his Dominians ; 
but an Infidel is not ; becauſe he hath no relation 
toit, and is uncapable of any ſuch Power, being 
an Enemy to Chriſt and Chriſtianity, 

Thele are, our Priaciples, and thele will jultitie 
all our Proceedings in this Matter, and the Church 
remain (ate and found all the while, as upon a due 
Examination of the Caſe | hope to make appear. 

For what Reaſons and by what Authority the 
late Arch-bilhop of Canterbury, with ſome other 
Biſhops, were deprived, is ſo notorious, that it 
would be but an impertinent undertaking here to 
give an Account of it. That the Government 
ſhould ſutfer them quietly to enjoy Places of fo 
great Power and Trult, when they retuſed to give 
S:curity for their Fidelity to it, could not be rea- 
lonably expected ; nor is it indeed queltion'd 
whether the Government had reaſoa to deprive 
them ; but whether it took due Methods in doing 
C it. 


(19) 
ir, Our Aodhor faich, ' That no Authority, ' 6n 
Earth, 'can'deprive a Biſhop, "but that of a Coun- 
cil cr Synod : As for their Temporalities, the 
King and Partidmene might indeed take away 
them; tut what had they, being bat Lay Perfons,to 
do with their purely ſpiritual Power ? In Anſwer 
to this, it muſt be conſider'd, what he under- 
ftandsby rhe purely ſpiritual Power of Biſhops. Fer 
the words are ambiguous, and may admit of either 
of thele Senfes ; Firſt we 'may underſtand by 
them that Charatter, which they receive by the 
Tmpolkion of Hands, at the time of their Conſe: 
'cration, viz, the Power of Ordination, of infli- 
'&ing Church Cenſures, &c. Or ſecondly, we may 
underſtand their Relatiox'to ſuch or ſuch particular 
'Diſtrif&ts, over which 'they are placed for the Ex- 
ercife of that Power which they received at their 
Conſecration. Now inthe firſt Senle of the words, 
the King and Parhament never offer'd to touch the 
ſpiritual Power of the Biſhops. The Epiſcopal 
Charatter is as firm in them now as ever it was; 
and if ever they ſhould be call'd again to the Ex- 
erciſe of it, they would not ſtand inineed of a new 
Conſecration. I know indeed that our Author po- 
fitively affirms, That there can be no Biſhop, but 
of a particular Diftrift ; that a Biſhop at large 1s 
no Biſhop : But why there may not be Biſhops at 
large, as well as Presbyters and Deacons at large, 
for my part I cannot conceive, nor doth he ofter 
the leaft Proof of his Aﬀertion. The reaſon for 
which he would have the Epiſcopal Charatter and 
the Relation to a particular Diſtrift ſo inſeparable, 


is plain enough, viz, That we might not _ 
: the 
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the Government any Power to deprive Biſhops of 
the one, becaufe we know tit cannot deprive them 
of the other, But aktho' he be confeſledly a very 
great Man, ar Fpſe dixi wilt nor ſerve his tarn ; he 
muſt prove his Aﬀertions as welt as orhers. 

Well! but do we allow an Authority 'in the 
State, to deprive Biſhops even of their Relation to 
thetr particular Diſt: its ? This is the thing to be 
enquired tnro. Our Author chargerh it with rer- 
rible Inconveniences, and indeed 1t we cannot ge 
it rid of them, it-muſt by no means be allowed, 

He ſanh, To allow any fuch Authority, is to 
allow of fact Principles as are fundamentally de- 


fruftive of the Church, as a Society diſtin® from . 


the State, in a time of Perſecution; becauſe it ſup-: 
poſeth the Authority of the Church even as to 

Spirituals; to be in Conſcteace the Right of the: 
dvil Magiftrate ;* whence it would follow, char nv 
Man could juftly challenge ſuch Authority againſt 

the will of the -Magiſtrare, and therefore under 

Perſecution, the Church muſt ceaſe to be a'Society, 

becauſe ir would want Government ; without 

which no Society can ſubſift. 

To this we Anſwer, That 'the civil Magiſtrate 
may be" very well allow'd*'to have' this Power of 
Deprivation, without allowing wichal, the Autho- 
rity of the Church to be of right his. For theChurch' 
may have an Authority to govern it felf indepen- 
dent of the civil Mapiltrate ; and yet he may have 
Powerover the Perſons that bear Rule in it, even 
ſo far as, upon juſt and reaſonable Cauſes, to dif. 
place them, and to ſee that others" ſupply their 
room. 1 Kings 2, 27. Solomon thruſt out Abiathar 

C 2 from 
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from being Prieſt unto the Lord ; but doth it thence 
tollow that the Power of ſacrificing and perform- 
ing the Pricſtly Office was of right Solomon's? And 
why may not a Chriſtian King as well chruſt out x 
Perſon, as diſaffected to him, as Abiathar was to 
Solomon, from being Biſhop, tho' the Epiſcopal 
Authority be none of his own ? The People of 
the Jews had as much reaſon to cry out (and it is 
no queſtion but that Adonijah's Party did ſo) upon 
this ACtion of Solomon's as utterly deſtructive of 
their whole Religion. Could not they have faid, 
that it we allow Solomon this Power of depriving 
an High Prieſt, an Idolatrous Prince may chule 
whether we ſhall have ever an one at all, and {6 
deſtroy our wholeReligion whenſcever he plcaſeth? 

Believe me, this ſounds much like our Author's 
Vindication, and Iam apt to think he would have 
made as good a Patron of Abiathar's Cauſe, as he 
hath of the deprived Biſhops. Zdok would with 
him, have been but an Anti prieſt, and the Ark he 
bare but like Jeroboam's Calves. 

But now methinks this Paſſage betwixt Solomon 
and Abiathar, ſhould be a fitter Precedent for us 
to walk by, than any can be drawa from the Beha- 
viour of the Primitive Chriſtians, during the Reigns 
of Heathen Emperors; for they: never had any 
Caſe like ours before them, and *rwas impoſſible 
they ſhould : Whereas the Pallage I have cited, 
gives us a Caſe as exattly like ours, as any Hiſtory 
in the World could afford. Are our Biſhops Eccleli- 
alticks? So was Abiathar, Is our King a Lay Man ? 
So was Solomon, The Church and State were then 
diſtinguiſl'd from one another, juſt in the ſame 
man- 
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manner they are now. But with the Primitive 
Chriſtians the Church was one Body, the State 
was another; the Church Chriſtian, the Empe- 
ror Heathen ; their . Prince the profeſſed Enemy of 
Chriſtianity, ours the Defender of the Faith ; 
theirs had nothing to do in the Church, ours 1s 
ſupreme Head and Governour of it. If their 
Prince offer'd to deprive Biſhops, which they often 
did, not only of their Authority but their Lite roo, 
it was for no Crime, but out of meer Enmity to 
the Order it ſelf, and deſign to ruin the Church. 
Whereas our Prince is unwillingly brought to pro- 
ceed againſt our Biſhops ; he is torced to it by ne- 
ceſſary Reaſons of State ; and as for the Order ic 
ſelf, he hath ſhewn himſelf very tender of it, in 
ſupplying it with Perſons, whoſe Merits the whole 
World acknowledgeth. So that the Primitive 

Chriſtians were obliged, as they had any regard 

to Epiſcopacy it ſelf, ro adhere to their Biſhops, 

whom nothing but their Epilcopacy render*d ob- 

noxious to the perſecuting State ; whereas* we 

have not the ſame Obligation to ours, who are de- 

prived for their diſaficion to that Government, 

which would otherwiſe uphold both them and 

their Order. 

2. Thole who deny this Power of Deprivation 
to the civil Magiſtrate, allow him another, which 
they themſelves mult acknowledge, altogether as 
deſtruftive of the Church as this ; and that in two 
Inſtances: The hilt is, The Power of keeping 
Epiſcopal Szes vacant. The ſecond is, The dc- 
priving of the infericur Clergy of their Cures. 
Both which bave been put in praCtice among 1s, 

with- 
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wirhout any contradittion ;- particularly the former 
m 4 moſt notretious manner, during the late un. 
happy Reign. '- Now i is4 very ſtrange thing, that 
the fame Magiſtrate ſhould nor be altlow'd, for 
good Reefons, to remove a Biſhop from his See, 
and place another therein, who is allow'd, for no 
Reaſon, to keep a See vacant as long as he fees 
good. I appcal to the Conſcience of our Vindi- 
cator himlelt, whcther he thinks molt deſtruive 
to the Church. Can a Church ſubliſt without a 
Biſhop ? I amy ſure he will anſwer in the negative : 
For ir can't fubſilt without an Head ard Principle 
Unity ; both which, he ſaith, is the Biſhop. 
he very Conge d*elire, upon a Vacancy, ſuppo- 
ſeth the dependance every Church, among us, 
hath vporr the Kring, as tothe choice of its Biſhop ; 
and how 1t comes to paſs that he hath not all this 
while tax'd the aHowance of it, as an Error funda- 
mentally deſtruftive of the Church, as a Society 
<hſtin& from the State in a time of Perſecution ? 
For *ris-as much ſo as: the preſent Deprivation. 
The Turk takes a more likely Courſe to extirpate 
the Chriſtian Religion, in not ſuffering Churches 
when fallen, to be rebuilt, than that Prince would 
do, who ſhould pull down old Churches to ere 
new ones in their ſtead. 

Again, The Power of depriving Presbyters of 
their Cures, nothing is more common than tor an 
AEt of Parliament to do that; and why hath not 
this been ſpoken againſt ? Is not their Power over 
their Pariſhes as well Spiritual, as that of the Bi- 
{hop over his Dicccls ? Doth not therefore a State- 
deprivation of thele confound that diltinEtion be- 
twixtl 
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twixt Church and State, as much as a State depri. 
yation of the other ? And will 'v not expoſe the 
Church to as certain Rutn in the time ot Perſecu- 
tion ? For the Church canno more ſubſiſt withour 
Presbyters, than it can without a Biſhop. All that 
I can foreſee likely 'to be reply'd to this, is, That 
the Biſhop alone is the proper Paſtor ot all the Souls 
within his Diſtrict, and that the Parochial Clergy 
are but his Curartes : Be ir ſo; yet foraſmuch as 
the Biſhop cannot perſonally ſupply all the fpiritu- 
al Neceſſities of his Charge, without the afiftance 
of ſuch Curates, a Power to deprive him of theſc 
his Curates, is in effe&t, to diſable him tor the per- 
formance of Ms Duty ; and whether that woyld 
not be as permicious to the Church, as any thing 
which could be drawn from our allowing the vali- 
dity of' the preſem Deprivation, let our Vindica- 
tor judge. In ſhort therefore, to put the Matter 
upon'ſome iſſue, I would demand of him, whether 
the Kings of England have done well or ill in aſſum- 
ing ſuch Power, in the two Inftances I have 
here mentioned, or «the Church in allowing it 
them? If ill * why did he not endeavour to cor- 
ret the Abuſe before now ? Did he not ſee the 
danger of ir till now ? Or was there never a Prince 
in England likely to abuſe fuch a Power till now ? 
This he will nor, this he cannot fay. If he ſay 
that both King and Church did well; let him 
prove it, and with his Argument Pill juſltfic the 
preſent Deprivarion. 

Now from hente we may obſerve thus much, 
that for what itf Conſequences may ariſe from unr 
allowing the civil Maviſtrare all that Power which 


thc 


the preſent Deprivation neceſſarily implies, our 
Vindicator is as much obliged to anſwer for them 
as we ; fince he hath hitherto allow'd the ſame 
Power, it not a greater : Not that I thibk any ſuch 
11] Conſequences can ariſe trom it, as he imagines; 
tor the Principles I have above laid down, will 
ſufficiegtly jultite the preſent Deprivation, and 
yet ſecure the Church from the Invations of a per- 
ſecuting Prince, Hor what tho? we allow the 
Church and State to be but opc Socicty 10 a Chri- 
{tian Kingdom} it don't follow that we mult allow 
the ſame where the State is Heathen : W hat tho? 
we allow our civil Governours, being Chriſtians, 
upon juſt and weighty Cauſes to deprive Biſhops 
of their Sees 2 Muſt we therefore allow an Heathen 
Magiſtzate Power to deſtroy the Church ? The 
King's. Supremacy over all Perſons, and in all 
Cauſes Eccleſialtical, is confirm'd by our Canons, 
acknowledged by our Subſcriptions, and declared 
every day in our Pulpits; but this all the while 
ſuppoſes him a Chriſtian, and no Perſecutor of the 
Church. If he once turn Infidel, he falls from 
his Supremacy in Church Aﬀairs ; he ceaſeth to 
be Head of the Church, when he ceaicth to be a 
Chriſtian : For Headſhip ſuppoſerh Union with 
the Body ; and therefore what deſtroys the Union 
(as Infidelity doth) deſtroys the Headſhip. An 
evident Demonſtration that that Authority in the 
Church may jultly be allow'd to a Chriſtian Prince, 
which mult nor, cannot be allow'd an Heathen ; 
and if ſo, what becomes of all thoſe dreadful Con- 


ſequences which our Vindicator ſuppoſcth to fol- 


low from our allowing the validity of the late 
* De- 
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Deprivation ? They are all vanilh'd, and together 
with them the.whole Rrength of his Argumear. 
So that, notwithſtanding all he. hath ſaid; to the 
contrary, we may. by very fafe and innocent Pria- 
ciples, defend thoſe to be truly Catholick, whom 
he calls -Schiſmatical and Ant biſhops ; the other 
Biſhops may ſafely communicate with them as 
their Brethren, and we with our Biſhops, as our 
Fathers in the Lord. 

And now let us ſee againſt whom the Charge of 
Schiſm and Hereſie 15 moſt jultly to be lail, whe- 
ther againſt the Body of the Nation, communica- 
ting with the preſent Arch-biſhop and the reſt of 
the Biſhops, or againſt our Viadicator and his Par- 
Y which ſeparate from them, and we ſhall de- 
Ire no other Judge than the Vindicator himſelf ; 
who, I hope, will not complain of unjuſt Ulage, 
if he ſhould upon the Iſſue prove Self. condemn'd. 

He faith, That Hereſie doth not neteſſarily imply 
an Error in Fundamentals ; for he that ſeparates up- 
0n a bare Opinion is guilty of the greater Sin. Now 
that the late Deprivation was invalid is but a bare 
Opinion, nay I have proved it a Miſtake ; how then 
will he that ſeparates upon 4t, clear himſelf of 
Hereſie ? I know what our Vindicator will reply, 
That we, not they, are the Separatiſts ; that they are 
exatly where they were, bold the ſame Dottrins as. 
they did ever, nay 4s we our ſelves did formerly ;. 
that they do' not divide 
Paradoxes would ſerve ſor Anſwers, I muſt confeſs 
theſe were ſufficient. Are we Separatiſts ? From 
whom? Do we divide? From what Church ? 
Have we not the ſame Sacraments, the ſame Wor- 


ſhip, 


but are divided from. It 
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ſhip, and che fame Paith as formerly ? Right ; bm 
we have not the ſame Bifhops : Whofe faule is 
chat? Is it not theirs who refuſe ro acknowledge 
thoſe Powers, whom God hath fer over cher ? 
This did not the People of God, under the Law, 
who pray'd for a Nebuchodowoſor that he tnight five, 
and they do him ſervice, Baruch t. This did not 
the Primitive Chriſtians, who had Supplitarions, 
Interceſſions and giving of Thanks, for Heathen 
Emperors, 1 Tim. 2. Laſtly, thus did not our 
Saviour himſelf, who both paid Tribute, arid ſub- 
mitted even his Life 1o the; Roman Power, 'kavi 

an eternal Example, (aith our Charch ,( Homily 
againſt wilful Rebellion, 2d parr) a#d ſuch 44 wg 
ſerve for all, to teach w to obey Printes, thoag 
Strangers, wicked 4nd vr ohefu, when God, for our 
Sins, ſhall place ſuch over us. Ta the Name of 
God, how. much' wotſe thati a Stranger, wicked 
and wrongful Prince, do they take his OS Ma- 
jeſty. to be, that rather that he ſhould be obey'd, 
the Church muſt be'torn in pieces, the Nation 
embroyl'd, and both expos'd to certain ruin ? Is 
this to continue in the Church of England? Is 
this to hold her Do&rins ? I wonder how any Man 
can ſay ſo, that ever read the firſt and fecond Ho- 
milies againſt Rebellion. We have in this Vindi- 
cator a very remarkable Inftance of human Frailty, 
how far Prejudice and Paſſion will ptevail ovet 
the greateſt Knowledg and the cleareſt Underſtand- 
ing. Nor is this the only DoQtrin our Vindicator 
hath left the Church in ; but in another, than 
which ſhe hath maintain'd none more zealoully 
fince the Reformation ; and that is the Kings Su- 
premacy 
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premacy over all Perſons and in all Cauſes Eccleſi- 
altical ; which as be hath deoy'd in chis particular 
laſtance of he Deprivagion, ſo hath be endea- 
vour'd utterly to lubvesr, by ailerting, the Church 
and State to be two Sacieties fo diltinQ, as that 
the King can bear no part 1n the Church Govern- 
ment, Jt is the very Argument that both Papiſts 
and Puritans make wſc of ; the one to eſtabliſh the 
Supremacy of the Pape, the ather thats of che 
Kuk ; and if it wall = his turo, it will ſerve 
theirs ; which I dare fay is more than he deſires. 
Surely he was put to hard ſhifts tor an Argument 
againſt us, when he borrow'd one from either of 
thoſe Parties, in the Intereſts whereaf he would 
be albamed tp appear. Naw to conclude this 
Point ; ſince our Yiggicator {eparates from the 
Communion of our Church, and juſtifierh this 
Separation by Principles, ,and thoſe falls ones too, 
he is an Heretick, accorging, to, bis own, Defigition 
of Hereſie, < 23, 24. So. that he js under a ng- 
cellity either of recenting his Definition, or forla- 
king the Separation : The oge is ſo true, he cannot 
rccagt .jt. 5 the, other fo unjuſtitiable, I pray God 
lie ſorſake it. - 

Again ; as Hiprely lgnifies an Error in Funda- 
mentals, I know not how our Vindicator will clear 
bimlelf .of ,it, even in this Senſe. For if, as he 
himſelf faith, To hald DoCtrins deſtruftive of the 
Church, as a Society, be toerr fundamentally, he is 
guilty of an Error in Fundamegtals ; as will thus 
appear, The very Ellence of every Society con- 
liltsin the Uaign,and Communion of its Members, 
and therefore whatſoever DoQrins oaturally tend 
D 2 to 
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to ſeparation, naturally tend to the deftruQtion of 
the Church, as a Society. Now our Vindicator 


hath in this very Diſcourſe laid down ſuch Prin- 
ciples as will juſtify rhe moſt unreaſonable Separa. 


 tionsin the World. He hath theſe Words; Such 


Opinions as are not of their own nature heretical, be- 


gin to be ſo when they begin to be charafteriſtical of 
diſtin&t Communions : And that they do, not only when 
Men deſignedly ſeparate from others on that wery ac- 
count, —_ they are wot of the ſame Opinions ; but 
alſo when they venture upon ſuch Praftices on account 
of their ſingular Opintons, wherein others cannot 
communicate with them, becauſe they cannot joyn with 


.them in theſe their ſingular Opinions. Then plainly 
,the differing in ſuch Opinions makes a difference of 
.Communton unavoidable. What the particular Opi. 


nions and PraQtices were which he had an Eye to 
when he wrote this, may-'very eaſily be imagined ; 
but ſince he hath not thought fit ro mention them, 
I will not. We may be ſure he deſigned this Para- 
graph for the uſe of his own Party, but it will ſerve 
all the Separatiſts in the World as well as them ; 
and indeed I deſpair of ever convincing any Separa- 
tiſt that his Separation is ſinful, if what is here 
laid downr be true : And I would' fain fee how 
our Vindicator himſclf could deal with one. Sup- 
poſe we then him undertaking one that declines 
Communion with us, becauſe of our Ceremonies, 
as in this manner, 

Vindicator. 1 wonder, Sir, that after ſo many 
Obligations chat Chriſt hath laid upon us all 10 
Love and'Unity, you canſtill continue in- your Sc+ 
paration from our Church. 

Sepa- 
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ws my And is it notas great a Wonder, on 
the other Hand, that you will have no regard to 
tender Conſciences, but ſtill continue the Cauſes, 
for which we cando no leſs than ſeparate ? 

Vindicet, Why, what Cauſes do you mean ? 

Separar. I mean your uſe of Ceremonies, as 
the Croſs in Baptiſm, Kneeling at the Lord's 
Table, the Surplice, &c. 

Vindicat. And is there any Harm in all theſe ? 

Separat, You think there is none, but we thiok 
there is. 

Vindicat. I, but you are under a Miſtake, and 
I do not doubt but to make you ſenlible of it, if 
you will but conſider that 

Separat. Conſider ! I have conſidered enough 
about them, and yet cannot alter my Judgment of 
them. 

Vindicat, Well | That theſe Ceremonies are un- 
lawful, is after all but your bare Opinion ; but that 
Obedience to Superiors, and Communion with 
your Brethren are neceſlary Duties, this you 
know tor certain; now it is but reaſonable, That 
certain Knowledg ſhould weigh more with you than 
bare Opinion : So that notwithſtagJing: your Opi- 
nion you ought to joyn with us, 

Separat.. Hold you there Sir, don't you your felt 
ſay, That when Men venture upon ſuch Prattices, 
on account of their ſingular Opinions, wherein other; 
cannot communicate with' them, becauſe they cannot 
Joyn with them in thoſe their ſingular Opinions, then 
plainly the difſering i# ſuch Opinions makes a Differ. 
ence of Communton unavoidable? Come Sir, to be 


ſhort with you, your ſelves are wholly the Caute 
ot 
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The Vin- gf rhis Breach. Were you lovers of Unity you would. 


not do that which, even tw the Opinzons nf yoar tire 
thren, mirht occaſion a Breach of Unity, were there. 
otherwiſe ns great neceſſity for doing it : And in this 
Caſe I am 1ure there is none. 

Now what the Vindicator would reply I cannot 
conceive; for my part 1 ſhould be ternably contound. 
ed, were I in his Caſe, The only Remedy lefc 
him, 'thatTknow of, 1s'even to cat his own Words, 
to damn his own Poſnions as Heretical, being tun» 
damentally deſtruftive of the Church, and it he 
doth that, he will be very much to ſcek how to 
defend 'his own Separation. And now I appeal 
ro the Conſcience of our Vindicator himſelf, whe- 
ther he can think that Separation juttihable, which 
will admit of no other 'Detence chan what is com- 
mon to thoſe which he himſelf hath ſo often con- 
deran'd ? 'In Diſputes of this nature, the ſuffering 
Party is apt to took upon their Adverlaries as Men 
carryed away by worldly Iaterefts, and to think 
themſelves m the right, becauſe they get nothing 
but trouble by their Opinions. Burt it 15 to be con- 
'fider'd, that Prejudice 'and Paſhon will bliad the 
Jodgment, as well as Selt-love and carnal Intereſts; 
Error hath an Army 'of Martyrs, as big, perhaps, 
tho” not near ſonoble, .a5s is thatof Truth : I would 
therefore have our Vindicator to thiak that he may 
be miſtaken in this prefeat Controverlic, tho' I 
will not fay through weakneſs of Judgment, yet 1 
dare ſay through the prevalency of Inclination. 
' For I am verily perſuaded, that to judge imparti- 
ally in this Matter, there 45 as much neceflity of 
—_—_ Ins {idc, as there is on ours. 


I ſhall add but a word or two more, and that 
ſhall 
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ſhall be to the deprived Biſhops ; that they would 
ſeriouſly lay to Heart how diſmal che Conſequences 
of this Separation may be, and yet howealte it is 
for them to put an end to I. There is no remedy 
for it, but that one (ide or the other recede. As 
for the Biſhops in Poſſeſhon of their Sees, for 
them to recede would ſignifie nothing, unleſs the 
Governrmert would concur with them. And how 
that ſhould be expeCted, I cafinot conceive: There 
is more likelitkood that the Arrempt would be an 
occafion of fuppreſſing the Order it feff, But as 
for the deprived Biſhops, it is but their reſignation 
of af efapty Title, and all & well.. And one would 
think that *cwould be no hard Matter to perſuade 
them to do fo ſmall a thing tor the peace of thas 
Church, the preſervation whereof was, nas | 
ſince, more dear to them than their Lives. What ! 
is all cheir AﬀeCtion loſt ſo ſooa? Have they no 
more Bowels of Metcy and Cornpaſſion for this 
miſerable and wounded Church ? The true Mother 
could give upall Pretenſions to her own Child whert 
ſhe ſaw, that through her obſtinate contending for 
it, it was like to be cut in two; and if rather than 
quit their Claim, they will chuſe co fce the Church 
torn in pieces; the World will be apt tothink, 
that ſince they have loſt the AﬀeCtion, it is bur 
juſt they loſe, withal, the Authority of Fathers.. Did 
the Salvation but of one Soul depend upon their 
maintaining their Title to their Sees, God forbid that 
any Man ſhould urge them to a Reſignation : Bur 
liace their contending,is like to be the ruin of Muly- 
tudes, there 1s nothing that Chriltgn Charity 


obligeth them to ſo much, as co dclilt. 
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